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REMARKS 

We thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended during the Interviews 
conducted with the undersigned attorney. 

Amendment to the Specification 

During the Interviews, we brought to the Examiner's attention that the 
Sequence Listing as filed contained a duplicate sequence, namely SEQ ID NO: 3, which 
was the same as SEQ ID NO: 1. This extra sequence was introduced during 
prosecution of the parent application, U.S.S.N. 09/518,386, now U.S. Patent No. 
6,365,386. In view of the foregoing, the Examiner instructed us to file a substitute 
Sequence Listing in the present case to remove duplicate SEQ ID NO: 3 and to 
preserve the numbering of the sequences as recited in the Sequence Listing originally 
filed in the parent application. 

As instructed by the Examiner, the Sequence Listing has been replaced 
with a substitute Sequence Listing that deletes the duplicate sequence (i.e., SEQ ID 
NO: 3) of the previous Sequence Listing and renumbers the remainder of the 
sequences accordingly. Support for the substitute Sequence Listing is found in the 
original Sequence Listing and in the specification at, for example, pg. 29, Ins. 8-10 and 
pg. 34, Ins. 9-12. 

In addition, a computer readable form ("CRF") of the substitute Sequence 
Listing is attached hereto as Exhibit B. Pursuant to Rule 821(f), undersigned counsel 
hereby represents that, upon information and belief, the content of the paper copy of the 
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substitute Sequence Listing and the CRF attached hereto are the same, and no new 
matter has been added. Accordingly, entry of the substitute Sequence Listing is 
respectfully solicited. 

Amendment to the Claims 

During the Interviews, the Examiner acknowledged that the Restriction 
Requirement issued on February 9, 2004, in the present case is inconsistent with the 
Restriction Requirement issued in the '386 parent application (see Paper No. 14), 
namely that claims 35-39, which were grouped into Group III in Paper No. 14 of the '386 
parent application were regrouped into Group I in the 2/9/04 Restriction Requirement. 
During the Interviews, the Examiner decided to join the subject matter of claims 20-28 
(as renumbered) with that of claims 35-39 in Group I. 

Because claims 20-28 were cancelled previously, the Examiner instructed 
us to add claims that correspond to the subject matter of claims 20-28. Accordingly, 
claims 44-52 have been added. 17 

Claims 44 and 45 have been added. Support for these claims is found in 
original claims 20 and 21 (as renumbered), respectively, and in the specification at, for 
example, pg. 7, In. 28 to pg. 8, In. 22. See In re Gardner, 177 USPQ 396, 397 (CCPA 
1973) and MPEP §§608.01 (o) and (I). 



We note that in accordance with MPEP §714(II)(C), "a cancelled claim can be reinstated only by a 
subsequent amendment presenting the claim as a new claim...." Accordingly, claims 20-28, which 
were previously cancelled, cannot be simply rejoined. Instead, claims 44-52 are being added, which 
correspond to the subject matter of claims 20-28 (i.e., claims 19-27 prior to renumbering) as originally 
filed. 
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Claims 46-52 have been added. Support for these claims is found in 
original claims 22-28 (as renumbered) and in the specification at, for example, pg. 9, 
Ins. 10-22. Id. 

It is submitted that no new matter has been introduced by the foregoing 
claims. Approval and entry of the claims is respectfully solicited. 

For the reasons set forth above, entry of the claims and substitute 
Sequence Listing and allowance of the claims are respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner has any questions regarding this paper, please contact the undersigned 
attorney. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner 
For Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313- 
1450, on October 13, 2004. 





Gonzalo Merino, Ph.D., Reg. No. 51,192 



Respectfully submitted, 




Gonzalo Merino, Ph.D. 

Reg. No. 51,192 

BRYAN CAVE LLP 

1 290 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10104-3300 

Phone: (212)541-2000 

Fax: (212)541-4630 
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